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hold as many as two hearings involving 
judicial nominations in a month. Over 
the last 6 years only 46 nominees were 
confirmed by the Republican majority 
in the Senate to the Courts of Appeals 
around the country. 

This Democratic Senate has con-
firmed two within the month the Sen-
ate has been reorganized before the Au-
gust recess. So without acknowledging 
the unprecedented shifts in majority 
status this year, our productivity com-
pares most favorably with the last 6 
years. With the confirmation of Wil-
liam Riley to the Eighth Circuit, we 
have exceeded the record in five of the 
last 6 years. 

I am considering holding another ju-
dicial confirmation hearing in August, 
during the Senate recess. No such hear-
ing was held during any of the last 6 
years. If we proceed, it may be the first 
time a judicial confirmation hearing 
was held during the August recess. 

I went to the White House for the 
President’s announcement of his first 
judicial nominations as a demonstra-
tion of bipartisanship. I noticed our 
initial hearing on judicial nominees 
within 10 minutes of the Senate adop-
tions of S. Res. 120 reorganizing the 
Senate just before the July 4 recess. We 
held two hearings in July. We con-
firmed two Court of Appeals Judges in 
July. The facts are that the Demo-
cratic majority in the Senate has pro-
ceeded fairly. 

I have also respectfully suggested 
that the White House work with Sen-
ators to identify and send more Dis-
trict Court nominations to the Senate 
who are broadly supported and can help 
us fill judicial vacancies in our federal 
trial courts. According to the Adminis-
trative Office of the U.S. Courts, al-
most two-thirds of the vacancies on the 
federal bench are in the District 
Courts, 75 of 108. But fewer than one- 
third of President Bush’s nominees ini-
tial 30 nominees have been for District 
Court vacancies. 

The two who were consensus can-
didates and whose paperwork was com-
plete have had their hearing earlier 
this month and were confirmed July 20. 

I did try to schedule District Court 
nominees for our hearing last week, 
but none of the files of the seven Dis-
trict Court nominees pending before 
the Committee was complete. 

Because of President Bush’s unfortu-
nate decision to exclude the American 
Bar Association from his selection 
process, the ABA was only able to 
begin its evaluation of candidates’ 
qualifications after the nominations 
were made public. We are doing the 
best we can, and we hope to include 
District Court candidates at our next 
nominations hearing. 

There has been talk that the Presi-
dent will be sending more District 
Court nominees to the Senate today or 
tomorrow. 

If he does, I hope that they are con-
sensus candidates and that their home 
state Senators have been involved in 
the selection process. Unfortunately, 

they are being received late in this 
short session and without the peer re-
view that the ABA had traditionally 
provided at the time of the nomination 
for more than 50 years. We will do the 
best we can to proceed with main-
stream candidates with broad-ranging 
support in the limited time available 
to us before the Senate adjourns this 
year and given the heavy legislative 
agenda that we must accomplish. 

When some Republican Senators be-
moan the current vacancies, they 
should also acknowledge that many of 
the current vacancies could have been 
filled and should have been filled over 
the last several years. Indeed, if the 65 
judicial nominations sent to us over 
the past few years by President Clinton 
had been acted upon, we would have 
scores fewer vacancies. 

At the end of the last session of Con-
gress in which there was a Senate 
Democratic majority, in 1994, there 
were 63 vacancies on the Federal 
courts, which included several new 
judgeships created by statute in 1990 
and as yet unfilled. When the Senate 
returned to a Democratic majority on 
June 6 of this year, there were 104 va-
cancies. When the Senate was finally 
allowed to reorganize and made its 
Committee assignments on July 10, 
there were 110 vacancies. 

Of the judicial emergency vacancies, 
almost half would not exist if Presi-
dent Clinton’s qualified nominees for 
those positions had been confirmed by 
the Republican majority over the last 
few years. I noted last week that the 
Republican Senate over the last several 
years refused to take action on no 
fewer than a dozen nominees to what 
are now emergency vacancies on the 
Courts of Appeals. 

I remind my colleagues of their fail-
ure to grant a hearing or Committee or 
Senate consideration to the following: 
Robert Cindrich to the Third Circuit; 
Judge James A. Beaty, Jr. and Judge 
James A. Wynn, Jr. to the Fourth Cir-
cuit; Jorge Rangel, Enrique Moreno 
and H. Alston Johnson to the Fifth Cir-
cuit; Judge Helene White, Kathleen 
McCree-Lewis and Kent Marcus to the 
Sixth Circuit; Bonnie Campbell to the 
Eighth Circuit; James Duffy and Barry 
Goode to the Ninth Circuit. 

Those were 12 Court of Appeals nomi-
nees to 10 vacancies who could have 
gone a long way toward reducing the 
level of judicial emergencies around 
the country. Our first confirmation 
this year was of Judge Roger Gregory 
to a judicial emergency vacancy. 

I have yet to hear our Republican 
critics acknowledge any shortcomings 
among the practices they employed 
over the last six years. 

When they have done that and we 
have established a common basis of un-
derstanding and comparison, we will 
have taken a significant step forward. 
That would help go a long way toward 
helping me change the tone here in 
Washington. It would make it easier to 
work together to get as much accom-
plished as we possibly can. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I am 
pleased that today the Senate con-
firmed William Riley to be a judge on 
the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals. 
This confirmation brings the total of 
judicial confirmations for the year to 
four. Even if we include today’s con-
firmation vote in the total for the 
month of July, I want to note for the 
record that this is significantly fewer 
judges than were confirmed during 
most of the months of July during my 
tenure as Chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, even though we had a 
Democratic President and a Republican 
Senate during those years. Here is the 
number of judges confirmed during the 
months of July when I was chairman: 

July 1995—11 judges confirmed. 
July 1996—16 judges confirmed. 
July 1997—3 judges confirmed. 
July 1998—6 judges confirmed. 
July 1999—4 judges confirmed. 
July 2000—5 judges confirmed. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DASCHLE. I ask for unanimous 
consent that the Senate now proceed to 
a period for morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ELECTION FRAUD 

Mr. BOND. Madam President, for the 
past several months I have been wait-
ing patiently for the opportunity prom-
ised me to offer testimony on election 
fraud before the Senate Rules Com-
mittee. The committee has held days of 
hearings in Washington, and they have 
been on the road. My concern was that 
perhaps the committee was not inter-
ested in vote fraud, was not interested 
in hearing the details of the criminal 
activities that took place in Missouri 
in November of 2000. Certainly, it was 
not interested in what election law re-
forms are necessary to attack vote 
cheats. 

Unfortunately, I can wait no longer. I 
am here in the Chamber rather than 
the committee because, although I was 
assured I would have the opportunity 
to testify about the extraordinary cir-
cumstances that occurred around the 
election in St. Louis, and thus make 
the case for real vote fraud reform, the 
committee has decided to move ahead 
without giving me the opportunity to 
pursue a voting machinery bill before 
the recess. 

It is an understatement to say I am 
disappointed. But rather than damp-
ening my enthusiasm, that disappoint-
ment makes me even more committed 
to the cause. 

Simply put, it is imperative that we 
pass legislation this year that makes it 
easier to vote but harder to cheat. One 
without the other will not work and 
will not be acceptable. 

Voting is the most important duty 
and responsibility of a citizen of our 
Republic. It should not and must not 
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